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Art Unit: 2131 

1 This action is in response to the communication filed on 2/26/2002. 

2 DETAILED ACTION 

3 Claims 1-68 have been examined. 

4 Title 

5 The title of the invention is acceptable. 

6 Priority 
1 This application has no priority claimed. 

8 Therefore, the effective filing date for the subject matter defined in the pending claims in 

9 this application is 2/26/2002. 

1 0 Information Disclosure Statement 

1 1 The information disclosure statement(s) (IDS) submitted on 7/26/2002, and 1 1/24/2003 

12 are in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the examiner is considering 

13 the information disclosure statements. 

14 Drawings 

15 The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every 

16 feature of the. invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the disabled ticket and the enabled 

1 7 ticket, as well as the step of enabling the disabled ticket must be shown or the feature(s) canceled 

18 from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

19 Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 

20 the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 

21 sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 

22 even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
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1 should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 

2 must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 

3 be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 

4 drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 

5 renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 

6 application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 

7 pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 

8 be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 

9 objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



1 0 Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 1 The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

1 2 The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 

1 3 subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
14 

15 Claims 3, 5, 7-13, 33-37, 51-52, and 57-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 

16 paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 

1 7 matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

18 Claims 3, 5, 7-13 recite the limitation "said ticket authority". There is insufficient 

19 antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

20 Claims 33-37 and 57-61 recite the limitation "a disabled second ticket". It is unclear 

21 whether this is a disabled version of the "second ticket' 5 of claim 23 or 45, or whether this is 

22 meant to be a different second ticket separate from the second ticket of claim 23. As such the 

23 ordinary person skilled in the art would be unable to determine the scope of the claim. Therefore 
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1 claims 33-37 and 57-61 are rejected for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 

2 subject matter which the applicants regard as the invention. 

3 Claims 5 1-52 recite the limitation "said second ticket". It is unclear whether this is 

4 referring to the "disabled second ticket" or the "enabled second ticket". As such, the ordinary 

5 person skilled in the art would be unable to determine the scope of the claim. Therefore claims 

6 5 1-52 are rejected for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 

7 which the applicants regard as the invention. 



8 Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

9 The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

10 basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

1 1 A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

12 (e) the invention was described in (I) an application for patent, published under section 

1 3 1 22(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 

14 (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 

1 5 invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the 

1 6 treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 

1 7 application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 

1 8 States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
19 

20 Claims 1-6, 10-19, 21, 23-28, 32-42, 44-52, 56-64, and 66-68 are rejected under 35 

21 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Brezak et al. (US Patent Application Publication 

22 2003/001 8913) hereinafter referred to as Brezak. 

23 Regarding claim 1, Brezak disclosed a method of authenticating a client to a content 



24 server (See Brezak Abstract and Fig. 2) comprising the steps of: generating a ticket associated 

25 with said client (See Brezak Paragraphs 0042-0043), said ticket comprising a first ticket and a 

26 second ticket wherein said second ticket is disabled from use (See Brezak Paragraphs 0042-0043 
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1 and 0045); transmitting said first ticket to said client (See Brezak Paragraph 0042-0043); 

2 validating said first ticket (See Brezak Paragraphs 0043 and 0045-0048); using said first ticket to 

3 establish a communication session with a content server proxy after said first ticket is validated 

4 (See Brezak Paragraphs 0043-0045); enabling said second ticket for use upon said validation of 

5 said first ticket (See Brezak Paragraphs 0045-0048); and using said enabled second ticket to 

6 establish a communication session with said content server (See Brezak Paragraphs 0045-0048). 

7 Regarding claim 23, Brezak disclosed a system for authenticating a user (See Brezak 

8 Abstract and Fig. 2) comprising: a client (See Brezak Fig. 2 Element 202; a ticket authority (See 

9 Brezak Fig. 2 Element 206); a content server (See Brezak Fig. 2 Element 214); and a content 

10 server proxy (See Brezak Fig. 2 Element 210) in communication with said client, said ticket 

1 1 authority, and said content server (See Brezak Fig. 2), wherein said ticket authority generates a 

12 ticket associated with said client (See Brezak Paragraphs 0042-0043), said ticket comprising a 

13 first ticket and a second ticket, wherein said first ticket is transmitted to said client and used to 

14 establish a first communication session with said content server proxy (See Brezak Paragraphs 

15 0042-0043 and 0045), and wherein said second ticket is transmitted to said content server proxy 

16 and used to establish a second communication session with said content server (See Brezak 

1 7 Paragraphs 0043 and 0045). 

1 8 Regarding claim 45, Brezak disclosed a system for authenticating a user (See Brezak 

19 Abstract and Fig. 2) comprising: a client (See Brezak Fig. 2 Element 202); a ticket authority 

20 generating a ticket associated with said client (See Brezak Fig. 2 Element 206 and Paragraphs 

21 0042-0043), said ticket comprising a first ticket and a second ticket wherein said second ticket is 

22 disabled from use (See Brezak Paragraphs 0042-0043 and 0045); a content server (See Brezak 
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1 Fig. 2 Element 214); a content server proxy in communication with said client, said ticket 

2 authority, and said content server (See Brezak Fig. 2 Element 210) and receiving said first ticket 

3 (See Brezak Paragraphs 0042-0044); and a web server in communication with said client and 

4 said ticket authority (See Brezak Fig. 1 Element 178 and Paragraphs 003 1-0032), wherein said 

5 content server proxy establishes a first communication session protocol between said client and 

6 said content server proxy after said ticket authority validates said first ticket (See Brezak 

7 Paragraphs 0043-0045), wherein said ticket authority enables said second ticket after said 

8 validation of said first ticket (See Brezak Paragraphs 0045-0048), and wherein said content 

9 server proxy uses said enabled second ticket to establish a second communication session 

10 protocol being different from said first communication session protocol (See Brezak Paragraph 

1 1 0045). 

12 Regarding claim 67, Brezak disclosed a system for authenticating a user (See Brezak 

13 Abstract and Fig.2) comprising: a client (See Brezak Fig. 2 Element 202); a first ticket authority 

14 (See Brezak Fig. 2 Element 204 and Paragraph 0040); a second ticket authority (See Brezak Fig. 

15 2 Element 206 and Paragraph 0040); a content server (See Brezak Fig. 2 Element 214); and a 

16 content server proxy in communication with said client, said first ticket authority, and said 

17 content server (See Brezak Fig. 2 Element 210), wherein said first ticket authority generates a 

18 first ticket associated with said client, wherein said second ticket authority generates a second 

19 ticket associated with said content server (See Brezak Paragraphs 0040, 0042-0043 and 0045), 

20 wherein said first ticket is transmitted to said client and used to establish a first communication 

21 session with said content server proxy (See Brezak Paragraphs 0043 and 0045), and wherein said 
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1 second ticket is transmitted to said content server proxy and used to establish a second 

2 communication session with said content server (See Brezak Paragraphs 0043 and 0045). 

3 Regarding claim 68, Brezak disclosed a system for authenticating a user (See Brezak 

4 Abstract and Fig. 2) comprising; means for generating a ticket associated with a client, said 

5 ticket comprising a first ticket and a second ticket (See Brezak Paragraphs 0042-0043 and 0045); 

6 means for transmitting said first ticket to said client (See Brezak Paragraphs 0042-0043); means 

7 for using said first ticket to establish a first communication session with a content server proxy 

8 (See Brezak Paragraphs 0043 and 0045); means for transmitting said second ticket to said 

9 content server proxy (See Brezak Paragraphs 0043 and 0045-0048); and means for using said 



10 second ticket to establish a second communication session with a content server (See Brezak 

1 1 Paragraphs 0045-0048). 

12 Regarding claims 2, 24, and 46, Brezak disclosed that prior to generating said ticket 

13 associated with said client, said client is authenticated with a web server (See Brezak Paragraphs 

14 0042-0043). 

1 5 Regarding claims 3, 25, and 47-48, Brezak disclosed that said ticket authority transmits 

16 said first ticket to a web server and said web server transmits said first ticket to said client (See 

17 Brezak Paragraphs 0031-0032). 

1 8 Regarding claims 4, 26, and 49, Brezak disclosed that said client transmits said first ticket 

19 to said content server proxy (See Brezak Paragraph 0043 and 0044). 

20 Regarding claims 5, 27, and 50-5 1, Brezak disclosed that said content server proxy 

21 transmits said first ticket to said ticket authority and said ticket authority transmits said second 
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1 ticket to said content server proxy upon validation of said first ticket (See Brezak Paragraphs 

2 0045-0048). 

3 Regarding claims 6, 10, 28,32, 52 and 56, Brezak disclosed that said content server proxy 

4 transmits said second ticket to said content server upon said enabling of said second ticket (See 

5 Brezak Paragraph 0036 and 0045). 

6 Regarding claims 1 1, 33-34, and 57-58, Brezak disclosed that said ticket authority 

7 transmits said first ticket and said disabled second ticket to a web server and said web server 

8 transmits said first ticket and said disabled second ticket to said client (See Brezak Paragraphs 

9 003 1 -0032 and 0042-0043). 

10 Regarding claims 12, 35, and 59, Brezak disclosed that said client transmits said first 

1 1 ticket and said disabled second ticket to said content server proxy (See Brezak Paragraphs 0043 

12 and 0044). 

13 Regarding claim 13, Brezak disclosed transmitting said disabled second ticket to at least 

14 one of said content server proxy and a web server (See Brezak Paragraphs 0043). 

1 5 Regarding claims 36, and 60, Brezak disclosed that said content server proxy transmits 

16 said first ticket and said disabled second ticket to said ticket authority and said ticket authority 

17 enables said disabled second ticket (See Brezak Paragraph 0045). 

18 Regarding claims 14, 37, and 61, Brezak disclosed transmitting said enabled second 

19 ticket to said content server proxy (See Brezak Paragraph 0048). 

20 Regarding claims 15, 38, and 62, Brezak disclosed that a communication session protocol 

21 is established between said client and said content server (See Brezak Paragraph 0036). 
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1 Regarding claims 16-17, 39-40, and 63-64, Brezak disclosed that a first communication 

2 session protocol is established between said client and said content server proxy and a second 

3 communication session protocol is established between said content server proxy and said 

4 content server, wherein said first communication session protocol is different from said second 

5 communication session protocol (See Brezak Paragraphs 0036 and 0043). 

6 Regarding claims 18-19, and 41-42, Brezak disclosed that a first communication session 



7 protocol is established between said client and said content server proxy and a second 

8 communication session protocol is established between said client and a web server, wherein 

9 said first communication session protocol is different from said second communication session 
1 0 protocol (See Brezak Paragraphs 003 1 -0032 and 0043). 



1 1 Regarding claims 21, 44, and 66, Brezak disclosed that said content server proxy is a 

12 secure socket layer relay (See Brezak Paragraphs 0048-0049, and 0053). 

1 3 Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

14 The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

1 5 obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

] 6 A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 

1 7 described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 

1 8 sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have 

1 9 been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 

20 which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which 

2 1 the invention was made. 
22 

23 Claims 20, 22, 43, and 65 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

24 Brezak. Brezak a client system including many features such as accessing web sites (See Brezak 

25 Paragraphs 0005 and 0016-0033), and transmitting a second ticket to a proxy server for the use 
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1 of a specifically identified server (See Brezak Paragraphs 0048-0049), but failed to disclose that 

2 the client comprised a web browser or that the server was identified by its address. It was well 

3 known in the art at the time of invention that computers had web browsers for accessing web 

4 sites. It was further well know in the art at the time of invention that servers were identified by 

5 their address. Therefore, it would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at 

6 the time of invention to provide the client with a web browser and to identify the target server by 

7 its address. This would have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would 

8 have been motivated to apply what was well known and common in the art at the time. 

9 Claims 7-9, 29-31, and 53-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

10 over Brezak as applied to claims 1, 23, and 45 above, and further in view of Litai et al. (US 

1 1 Patent Application Publication Number 2003/0233554) hereinafter referred to as Litai. 

12 Brezak disclosed accessing a target server through a proxy server using a service ticket 

13 (See Brezak Paragraphs 0045-0048) but failed to disclose the specific method used for the target 

14 server to verify the service ticket. 

15 Litai teaches that in a ticketing system, in order for a server to verify a service ticket, the 

1 6 server sends the ticket to the ticket server (See Litai Paragraph 0046). 

17 It would have been obvious to the ordinary person skilled in the art at the time of 

18 invention to employ the teachings of Litai in the ticketing system by having the target server 

19 send the service ticket to the trusted third party in order to have the ticket verified. This would 

20 have been obvious because the ordinary person skilled in the art would have been motivated to 

21 protect the server from unauthorized access. 
22 
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Conclusion 



2 



Claims 1-68 have been rejected. 



3 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



4 examiner should be directed to Matthew T. Henning whose telephone number is (571) 272-3790. 

5 The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-4. 



7 supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for the 

8 organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



10 Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

1 1 may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

12 applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

13 system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

14 system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
15 

16 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 



9 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
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